
 

 

CITY OF LAKE OSWEGO 
Natural Resources Advisory Board Minutes 

 
May 8, 2013 

 

1. CALL TO ORDER 

Co-chair Kara Warner called the meeting to order at 6:30 p.m. in the Yamhill Room of the West End 
Building. 
 

2.  ROLL CALL 

Members present: Co-chairs Craig Stephens and Kara Warner, Roger Hennagin, 
Gregory McMurray, Todd Van Rysselberghe, and Ben Rivera 
(Youth Member) 

Members excused / absent: Benjamin Clark and Heidi Schrimsher 

Council Liaison: Jeff Gudman 

Guest(s): None 

Staff: Andrea Christenson, Natural Resources Planner; Ivan 
Anderholm, Director, Parks and Recreation Department; Ryan 
Stee, Parks Project Manager; and Jan Wirtz, Recreation 
Superintendent 

 

3.  CITIZEN COMMENT 

 None 
 
4. CITY COUNCIL UPDATE 

Councilor Gudman described the proposal to redevelop the Wizer parcel and the status of the Lake 
Oswego-Tigard Finished Water Pipeline project.  He anticipated the next budget would continue 
funding of open space restoration and more money would be allocated to maintaining 
infrastructure.  The City Council was waiting for a response from Metro to the City’s Sensitive 
Lands proposal.  He was asked about utility rate increases.  He anticipated there would be one 
more increase before water rates started leveling out.  He related a Public Works analysis showed 
that wastewater rate increases would be 3% or less.  Ms. Christenson reported the City Council 
was going to receive an update on the tennis center; hear the staff response to their motion 
regarding the draft Comprehensive Plan; and hire a new City Manager.  She also reported that the 
City’s Water Quality Coordinator was going to work with USGS to study pesticides in surface water. 

Councilor Gudman asked the NRAB to clarify whether it preferred to not have a tennis center and 
keep the site natural space.  Mr. Stephens recalled Ms. Schrimsher’s comment that it was not the 
best use of the space.  He indicated that she had not necessarily been speaking for all of the 
members, but they all had concerns of some kind.  Councilor Gudman encouraged them to offer 
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comments at the City Council study session.   

5.  APPROVAL OF MINUTES 

Mr. Stephens moved to approve the Minutes of December 12. 2012 with an amendment.  Mr.  
McMurray seconded the motion and it passed by unanimous vote. 
 

6.  REGULAR BUSINESS 

6.1  Parks and Recreation Department Integrated Pest Management Practices 
 

Mr. Anderholm, Mr. Stee, and Ms. Wirtz presented.  Mr. Anderholm described the Department’s 
new approach to put all of their internal operational documents (their “toolbox”) on the website 
for the public to read.  Among those documents were the Integrated Pest Management (IPM) 
program they had been following for five years; the Invasives Management Program they had been 
using for three years; and their annual reports.  He clarified that they followed the documents very 
closely and there were no activities that went on outside of the toolbox.  Mr. Stephens indicated 
he appreciated the transparency and knowing what herbicides they used to manage invasive 
plants.  That information would at least provide a basis for a discussion about the practices.   
 
Mr. Anderholm and Mr. Stee related that the IPM was updated annually.  It would be adjusted at 
the end of 2013 to be more specific about what fungicides they used.  It was updated when they 
discovered new ways to deal with noxious and invasive species or learned about best practices in 
other communities.  They distributed copies of the Frequently Asked Questions (FAQ) sheet about 
the IPM on the website.  Ms. Warner suggested it just say, ‘Pest Management.’  They clarified that 
the Department followed Oregon Department of Agriculture standards now, but a bill before the 
legislature would change that to DEQ standards.  The benefit of that was that DEQ had created a 
database and clearinghouse and would monitor what public agencies did on public lands.  
 
Mr. Stee clarified that he planned to continue to tweak the documents.  Mr. Hennagin pointed out 
the opening text mentioned invasive and noxious weeds, but did not mention insects.  Mr. Stee 
confirmed the IPM addressed more than plants.  He clarified they did not actively treat for 
mosquitos and the City contracted with rodent control companies to trap them.  He did not know 
how the Department addressed moles.  He recalled a time when they had used a solid pesticide to 
deal with an unusually large population of grubs in the grass of George Rogers and Foothills Park.  
 
The Parks and Recreation Department representatives were asked if there was a problem related 
to shiny geranium in Waluga and Oakridge Parks.  They knew the open space maintenance staff 
was working on ways to control it.  It was a problem at the Farm where the gardeners were 
advised to physically dig it out, bag it, and put it in the garbage- not the compost bin.  Friends of 
Iron Mountain had also reported it.  They did not yet know how they would address it.  Mr. 
Stephens suggested setting up a hotline for people to report where they saw garlic mustard or 
shiny geranium.  That way the City could treat infestations early.  Mr. Anderholm related that the 
open space maintenance staff was looking into a cell phone application one could use to report 
invasive plants.  The Parks and Recreation Department would then have to send someone out to 
investigate, which would be a challenge with about 300 acres of natural areas and limited staff.  
The Parks and Recreation representatives were looking for more ways to make people aware of 
the website and they were working on adding pages to it related to native species and natural area 
management. 
 
Mr. Anderholm then updated the board on the status of the Luscher Area Master Plan.  The Parks 
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and Recreation and Planning Departments had consulted the City Attorney in regard to the the 
legal question related to how to process, zone, and implement the plan when the city-owned 
properties were currently located outside the city limits.  They planned to identify the options and 
present them to the City Council.  One of the options was to implement the plan in phases, 
starting with what was currently permitted outright under county EFU zoning.  He was asked when 
they expected the City would move forward with UGB expansion.  He reported the legal advice 
was to wait until the next cycle of Metro UGB expansion.  Councilor Gudman indicated he thought 
the City Council would agree with that.  He anticipated the next cycle would be in 2015.   
 
Mr. Stephens inquired whether the east trail was finished and if there was a park bench.  The Parks 
and Recreation representatives confirmed that and clarified there was no zoning impediment to 
basic use as a trail.  The plan called for about four miles of soft surface trails.  The community 
gardens were permitted and the agricultural aspect plan could be done under county EFU zoning.  
They explained how existing water rights could be transferred to another property. 
 
Mr. Hennagin wanted to know if the plan was being moved forward with the tennis center in it.  He 
also asked if the request to expand the UGB for one property was still pending.  Mr. Anderholm 
confirmed the tennis center was still on the site plan, but the work group and the City Council had 
put a caveat in the narrative about the tennis center.  He indicted the City Council would expand 
the UGB for all of the properties.  The latest version of the plan could be found at 
www.luscherplan.org.  Councilor Gudman suggested that Mr. Anderholm emphasize for the 
benefit of the newest Councilors that the plan had been endorsed by all four advisory boards after 
a lot of time and effort had gone into it.  They had each given a little bit to gain agreement. 
 
The Parks and Recreation representatives were asked about their “friends of parks” policy.  They 
explained those groups had to get NRAB and PRAB approval and then the approval of the Parks 
and Recreation Director.  They had to provide a five year work plan and annual plans.  The purpose 
was to ensure their plans and the Department’s maintenance plans and resources could be 
coordinated.  They were currently working with many Friends Groups.  They had a Friends Groups 
link under Parks and Trails on the website.  They were working on a Friends Groups quarterly 
forum. 
 
The Parks and Recreation representatives provided an update on the Iron Mountain Management 
Plan.  They reported that they were partnering with the Oswego Lake Watershed Council.  They 
had held eight stakeholder meetings and planned an open house for Friends Groups and partners.  
So far the effort had cost $8,000 plus staff time.  The representatives confirmed they had 
conducted two studies: plant inventory and habitat study.  They confirmed the NPS planner would 
be helping this summer.  They confirmed they were working on improving the map so it showed 
the names of all the streams. 

 
6.2  Overview of upcoming joint meeting on Healthy Ecosystems 
 

 Ms. Christenson announced the joint meeting with the CAC was on May 23.  They would discuss 
natural resources related policies, but not those policies that had to do with Sensitive Lands.  They 
would be provided with a background report, staff analysis, public feedback that had been 
received, a copy of the existing goals and policies; and questions to help guide the discussion.  She 
clarified that no new policies had yet been developed for this action area.  This meeting was to 
brainstorm policy direction; staff would then do the wordsmithing.  She agreed to take the NRAB’s 
request to have small breakout groups to the other planners.  When Councilor Gudman was asked 
when the CAC’s work would be done he said the goal was to get it done by early July, but his view 

http://www.luscherplan.org/�
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was that everyone was doing a great job and they should keep pushing forward as best they could 
and get it done as soon as they could.  It was still an open question whether the CAC would have 
the opportunity to look at the whole final package one last time.  If it was up to him he would say 
yes.  He confirmed that Sensitive Lands would be on a separate track.   
 
 Ms. Christenson advised that the non-Sensitive Lands items related to open space, the Willamette 
River, and Oswego Lake.  Mr. Stephens and others observed that the definition of open space 
created confusion and needed to be addressed.  Ms. Christenson suggested the NRAB could look 
at the existing definition of open space in the Comprehensive Plan, in the Parks Plan 2025, and 
other places and think about making a recommendation. 

 
7.  INFORMATION FROM BOARD MEMBERS AND STAFF 

 Mr. Stephens suggested the Board ask the staff and contract arborist to look into problems with 
the tree code.  The results of the community survey showed people were not happy with it.  He 
recalled comments about tree roots uplifting sidewalks and foundations and that some people 
said they had no place left on their property to plant mitigation trees.  He suggested perhaps the 
code could allow people to plant mitigation trees offsite.  Mr. Hennagin commented the tree code 
was hard to understand.  Mr. McMurray related he had not read the tree code, but he wondered if 
it was getting a bad rap because of the way it was communicated.  Perhaps NRAB could find a way 
to communicate the benefits of preserving as many trees as they could to serve the community.  It 
was people’s civic duty and they should feel good about contributing to the entire natural system. 
 
 Ms. Christenson advised that a comprehensive review of the tree code would be a large 
undertaking; there were limited staffing resources, and the City Council had not made it a priority 
this year.  Options might be for the NRAB to ask the City Council to undertake a comprehensive 
review of the tree code now; recommend that staff work on targeted tweaks or one component of 
the code the board thought should be addressed; do their own research into what other city’s 
codes called for and then identify what they would like to recommend; and to ask Ms. Holen to 
join the NRAB in a brainstorming session.  The Board members were not sure if changes had been 
made to the tree code after a tree code task force made its recommendations years ago.  Ms. 
Christenson offered to find out.  She suggested the NRAB could communicate the benefits of trees 
to people at the two upcoming farmers’ markets.  She offered to present the basic of the tree code 
at a future NRAB meeting.  She clarified that a permit was currently required to remove any woody 
plant five inches or greater in diameter at breast height. 
 
 Ms. Warner indicated she thought it was a good idea to ask Ms. Holen to give a brief talk about the 
tree code and she liked the idea of in-kind off-site mitigation.  That could be a potential way NRAB 
could involve itself to benefit natural resources, but also alleviate people’s concerns.  Mr. Stephens 
related that he had just gotten a permit to remove a dead tree and the process had not been hard.  
Mr. Hennagin advised that some people felt their house value was reduced when trees blocked the 
view.  Ms. Warner indicated she liked Mr. McMurray’s idea that NRAB should be promoting the 
value of trees in the community.  She suggested the Board look at the survey results to see if it 
showed tree code concerns came out on top before the NRAB decided to spend time on it.  Mr. 
Hennagin noted the survey showed the majority of people who complained about Sensitive Lands 
were on the south side of the lake in Westridge and Palisades areas.  People on the north side had 
other concerns.  Mr. Stephens noted it showed people were ok with regulations related to streams 
and wetlands, but not with Sensitive Lands regulations.  Ms. Warner saw consensus to put a 
review of the survey results on the next agenda.  Mr. Van Rysselberghe suggested inviting the Lake 
Corporation’s water quality staff to speak about what they were doing. 
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 Ms. Warner announced that the Board would elect officers in July.  She announced the wastewater 
treatment plant upgrade planners had held an open house.  They were moving toward a final 
design for the plant.  Mr. Stephens reported there had been a good turnout at the Earth Day 
celebration at the Methodist Church. 

 
8.  ADJOURNMENT  

The next meeting was scheduled for June 12, 2013.  There being no other business, Co-chair 
Warner adjourned the meeting at 8:40 p.m. 

 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
 
 
Andrea Christenson 
Natural Resources Planner 


